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The following discussions of the judgments are presented as an unofficial opinion by a member of the 
Jury especially delegated for this purpose. Although the Committee on Education hopes that these informal 
discussions will prove of value to the students, they cannot be interpreted as the collective opinion of the Jury. 


CUASS = Baey-PROTET 
““A RESIDENCE FOR A COLLEGE DEAN” 


The average of excellence of the projets of this competition was higher than for any of the problems 
for the year except the “Commemorative Plaza.’ The Jury was gratified to see more serious study being 
given to the actual architecture rather than to clever presentations and questionable stylism. The necessity 
for due consideration of orientation and the unique relation of the home life of the dean to the social life 
of the school was, of course, the point of departure of this particular problem and as such, a key to the 
various successful solutions which the program brought out. 

The design of Mr. Taylor, of Carnegie Institute of Technology, was typical of a number of balanced 
solutions in plan, his being thought to show a fine sense of dignity and to indicate an excellent relation of 
dormitory group and dean’s study, although the possible use of the dean’s garden by students and the 
lighting of the central hall were not given sufficient thought. The possible double communication between 
kitchen services and front entrance was felt to offset the necessity of a back hall. The relation of sizes of 
the living room, dining room, library, and hall seemed particularly well related to the semi-public character 
of the problem. 

The design of Mr. Allen, of Carnegie Institute of Technology, was felt to be a simple and direct solution 
showing good character and stressing rather the domestic note as contrasted with that of dignity of Mr. 
Taylor’s design. The facade was both studied and presented with unusual ability, and the whole solution 
felt to be practical and yet with considerable picturesque charm. The designer was perhaps a little 
optimistic in his hope that the breakfast room would have any great amount of cheerful morning sun and 
the difference in roof slope of the main building and the intersecting gables would undoubtedly cause 
regret to the lovers of Cotswold architecture. The garden, while nice in its scheme, seems a little neglected 
for a final drawing. 

The design of Mr. Kreps, of Carnegie Institute of Technology, was one of the few in which the more 
modern note in facade was struck with any degree of success. The living room surrounded by its garden 
with the indication of various “rooms” within the garden itself was thought to present unusual charm. 
The contrast of great glass area of this room with the quiet book lined walls of the library with its reading 
bay at the end, was thought to be quite successful. The dining room would be a charming place for meals 
—so much so that the breakfast room would probably not be used, although it does receive a modicum 
of morning sun. The connection between house and garage showed a functional approach as did the 
possibility of the service of tea through the service court to the tea house without interfering with the 
guests in the garden proper. The facade, while a little brutal, nevertheless showed real study and might 
well form a part of a college conserved in a similar spirit of economy and a functional rationality. 
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The design of Mr. Himmelheber, of George Washington University, shows a serious study both in 
plan and in elevation presented with considerable charm. It was felt, however, that the giving over of so 
large an area of the garden facade to elements which had not been called for in the program and whose 
justification was largely the effort to overcome the inherent fault of a strungout building that has no hall, 
and must, therefore, use the intermediate rooms as circulation to reach the extremities, was unfortunate. 
The breakfast room was one of the most charming solutions and might easily prove to be the family 
dining room when no guests were being entertained. The relation of the study and library to the dormitory 
group is rather too casual. 

The design of Mr. Icke, of Atelier Eschweiler, is an interesting solution in which the approach from 
the dormitory is well handled. Here rooms with through draft have been secured without doing violence 
to convenience of access except in the case of the servants answering the front door. The stair hall seems 
unduly exaggerated, although a case can be made of it on the grounds that it becomes the reception hall 
for student gatherings, and with its great window would be very lovely. The stair landing might well have 
been acknowledged in this window. The services seem rather inadequate. The wall garden would be a 
charming place. The projet, though lacking the clarity of intent of those “First Mentions’ which were 
placed, 1s, nevertheless, an excellent problem. 

The design of Mr. Shoemaker, of George Washington University, is a simple solution. The living 
room, looking out on the entrance drive, seems to have put undue emphasis on this questionable exposure. 
The scheme of the garden has little to do with the living room which supposedly, but actually does not, 
overlook the vista down the pool because of the masonry pier of its southern wall. The dining room, 
however, and the study would have a beautiful outlook. The modesty of the whole conception has 
considerable merit for the residence of a college professor. The section is delightful but the elevation has 
not quite arrived. 

The design of Mr. Chaix, of Atelier Los Angeles, is a very unusual solution which would be appropriate 
in certain locations where the southern sun was to be regretted and where the outlook at the east was 
particularly desirable as the origin of prevailing winds. The suggested relation of the dormitories to the 
library and tea garden is a success and the entrance hall and breakfast room will have great charm. The 
covered passage from library to living room would be a most delightful open porch in southern climates, 
and the rather naive note of the elevation seemed to be in accord with the freshness of the whole problem. 
The presentation undoubtedly was weak and various details indicated a lack of mastery which prevented 
this’ design from higher premiation. The student’s attention is called to the room under the stair which 
has no means of access. 


W. Pore Barney, Philadelphia, Pa. 
CLASS “A” V ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE 
“A SMALL TOWN OFFICE BUILDING” 

Quite apparently, the program for the small office building did not draw from the students the 
reaction which had been anticipated. The problem suggested an analysis of the simple elements required 
and with their reasonable distribution a study of mass that might be a basis for final study of such a 
structure. Most of the drawings showed little realization of the relation of service areas to usable space 
which would be of major importance in such a project. The program permitted the use of windows on 
four sides so that the use of courts and consequent loss of available area was questioned. 

In the placing of the elevators, it should be noted that separation of cars is unwise. Certain of the 
problems that had interesting solutions of mass placed the elevators so that an individual would be 
disturbed to know what car might be available. The plans of Mr. Salerni and Mr. Edelbaum were simple 
and reasonable as to location and area of service equipment and there was also a clear grasp of how the 
stores and delivery to the building might be effected. Although the program did not specifically state the 
fact, it was clear that two stairways, enclosed, would be required. Their exits likewise would be at a point 
permitting of egress to a street or alley. 

In the study of facade, 1t was somewhat difficult to reconcile Mr. Edelbaum’s plan with his exterior. 
His composition was agreeable, but there is a reasonable question as to why the vertical elements reduce 
the proportion of light in one part of the building only. He had, however, considered the stores, a dignified 
main entrance and his plan could be developed into a reasonable structure. In connection with Mr. Salerni’s 
facade, although his window plan was more reasonable, the problem was not as studied as to store 
arrangement, although it is obvious that with little effort this could have been effected. 

A number of the students presented clever sketches that, unfortunately, continued to insist on 
brilliancy of presentation to cover inconsistencies of plan or facade. 

The Jury regretted once again that it could not recognize work where the student wilfully covers 
unstudied elements by clever painting. The program requested architecture and not fireworks. 


Evy Jacques Kaun, New York, N. Y. 
FIFTH ANALYTIQUE 


_AVLOGGIAY 
The Fifth Analytique called for a practical problem, such as an American architect abroad might be 
called upon to execute—as in the alterations of an old French or Italian palace to suit the requirements 
of a new owner. A wide latitude of choice of style was permitted by the program of this competition. It 
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is limited only by the use of an order, which implies the period of the Renaissance in which the style had 
become developed. Although the program suggested the loggia of Charles LX in the Louvre, be examined 
as well as similar motifs of the Italian villas and palaces, the greater number of competitors chose the 
Italian style; but very few achieved results comparable with the architecture of the old palaces which 
this loggia might be conceived to adorn. 

he Jury was of the opinion that the sense of openness was of chief consideration. The design by Mr. 
C. Coats, of the University of Southern California, was unanimously selected as meeting the requirements 
of an open-air retiring space;—effective whether viewed from within or without;—a scale well suited to 
the overall dimension as required by the program;—the period of architecture well chosen;—the compo- 
sition of the sheet,—plan, section and details, sufficiently presented and decoratively arranged, with an 
excellent sense of color value in the rendering. 

Two of the three other designs “placed,” those by F. E. Watson and R. A. Bishop, both of the “T” Square 
Club of Philadelphia, chose a somewhat less charming building in which to place the loggia. In Mr. Watson’s 
elevation, the wide piers at either side appear needlessly wide to frame the light lines and movement of the 
Palladian motif; also the block in the balustrade was criticized as being out of scale and detrimental to the 
effect of the doorway behind. In Mr. Bishop’s design, it was thought that a small block in the centre— 
such as in Mr. Coats’ design—would have improved the effect of stability of the balustrade. The spandrels 
were thought to be heavy for the single columns—that either doubling the column, to give greater reveal, 
or decorating the spandrel with the Palladian circle, would have improved the character. The vases occupy 
a great deal of the floor space; but the Jury felt that they were well placed, if considered as necessary 
ornaments in this more austere conception of the interior. The details are less effectively composed than 
on Mr. Watson’s sheet. 

The other design selected for “placed,” by Mr. L. Cheek, Jr., of Yale University, is of the period of 
the very late development, Louis XV, of the French Renaissance, or early classic revival, lacking the rich- 
ness and warmth of the earlier styles. The Jury felt that it was none the less a meritorious solution of the 
problem, well drawn and effectively rendered; and that the relation of the loggia with the storey below 
was a point to its advantage. 

Perhaps due to coming at the end of the season, the average quality of the many drawings submitted 
in this competition was not up to the standard of the previous analytique. The Jury felt that the plan 
and section are very important considerations, and that they should always be presented clearly and 
completely when required. 


Francis S. SwaLes, New York, N. Y. 
CLASS “B” V ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE 


““~’ MEMORIAL TUNNEL ENTRANCE” 


This problem called for the translation of a fine sentiment of gratitude and appreciation into an 
enduring record in stone. To achieve that result the utilization of the natural resources at the site, rather 
than the introduction of applied architectural motifs, would appear to be the most promising way to 
achieve an expression which should be impressive, sincere and permanent. 

The Spiering prize was awarded to E. Saarinen of Yale University, who by simply scooping out the 
rock in a semi-circle at the tunnel entrance for a great height, and cutting back huge steps in the face of 
the mountain at either side produced an approach monumental though primitive in character and as 
enduring as the mountain itself. Furthermore it recalled the indomitable nature of the men whose lives 
and deaths it was intended to commemorate. The inscription cut into the stone'told the rest of the story. 
The drawing and rendering were completely in keeping with the general conception and gave evidence of 
sureness and skill. It was unquestionably the best design submitted. 

While the solution presented by W. B. Fyfe, of Yale University, had considerable merit, it was not 
entirely clear from the drawing whether he intended to cut into the rock or whether the tunnel arch and 
the sides were not possibly built up of concrete and it lacked the strong character necessary for a true 
expression of the thought to be conveyed. 

A. J. Nisita, of Yale University, formed a panel by cutting into the rock for his inscription and the 
placing of a flaming torch, but the whole was not strikingly impressive though his rendering of the 
mountains with the curved road approaching the tunnel] was realistically treated. 

H. B. Reese, of Yale University, also cut away the rock forming a panel for an inscription but his 
junction of the side retaining wall with this panel and the arch was not practicularly happy and should 
have had more careful study. 

The design of T. Wistar, Jr., of University of Pennsylvania, while fulfilling the requirements of the 
program was probably more effective on the drawing than it would have been in execution. _ 

V. Chiljean and F. L. Liebmann, both of New York University, presented almost identical solutions 
which were evidently inspired from the same source or perhaps from each other. 

F. B. Dougherty, of the University of Pennsylvania, indicated a treatment monumental in character, 
though rather exaggerated, but which. gave the impression of huge masses of concrete poured against the 
mountainside although an attempt was made in the rendering to make them appear to be of stone. _ 

Considering the short time allowed for an esquisse-esquisse the rendering of all those above mentioned 
was worthy of most favorable comment and far superior to the 195 justly rejected by the Jury as unworthy 


of consideration. AvBert S. Gotriies, New York, N. Y. 


4 The BULLETIN of the BEAUX- 


INTERIOR DESIGN VI 


“A GAME LIBRARY 


The character and feeling of this projet was well expressed in the program, however, the Jury in judging 
this Interior Design problem found in most cases a lack of understanding on the students’ part of a room 
“of an intimate and friendly type” as the den of a serious collector and player of chess. In many instances 
he would overburden himself with the mediaeval of mediocre design or would attempt modern which 
seemed to lack the dignity and repose of the problem as such. However, the Jury were reasonably lenient 
with mentions to those that showed some originality in treatment and an ability in interior presentation. 

The two selected drawings were clearly above the average and especially the design submitted by 
Mr. Trich, of New York University, who treated the room in the Gothic style, with interesting furniture 
well placed forming an attractive gathering place in the main part of the room about the fireplace and 
the chess table slightly isolated in the bay window. It is an extremely well presented drawing, pleasing in 
color as well as draughtsmanship and showing a serious study of detail and proportion. 

The other First Mention was given to a design submitted by Mr. Wnght, Jr., of St. Louis, Mo., in 
the more modern style. Rather severe panelling but distinctly masculine in treatment. The room was 
rather lacking in furniture to make it an informal gathering place for a chess lover and his friends. 
However, it was in good scale, simply treated and well composed. 


ALEXANDER P. Morcan, New York, N. Y. 


CLASS “A & B”’ ARCHAEOLOGY VI PROJET 


‘“\N EMPEROR’S LOGE IN A ROMAN AMPHITHEATRE” 


The most striking fact with regard to the various drawings submitted for the Emperor’s Box in a 
Roman Amphitheatre was the extraordinary difference in quality between the two or three best and the 
greater number of the remainder. There were marked evidences of an inexcusable lack of application or 
of time in studying the problem, and of care in presenting it. Many of the drawings were deplorably not 
up to standard, both from the point of view of archaeology and also from that of creative design in seizing 
the superb opportunities for dramatic effect which the program suggested. The Roman style is one of 
great lavishness and decorative skill, and there are enormous amounts of illustrative material easily 
available. It is because of this contrast that the Jury was particularly pleased with the great imagination 
in design and brilliant presentation evident in the two drawings awarded second medals, as well as in that 
quieter—yet entirely sound 
that in one of the second medal designs the student a obviously used suggestions of that lighter and more 
informal type of Roman building so frequently represented in Roman and Pompeian wall paintings. 


TaLpor FAULKNER Hamtin, New York, N. Y. 


OFFICIAL NOTIFICATION OF AWARDS 


Judgment of June 7, 1932 D. Large living room where student and faculty 
DEPARTMENT OF ARCHITECTURE receptions will be held. 
CLASS “B” V PROJET E. Small breakfast room. 
‘““’ RESIDENCE FOR A COLLEGE DEAN” F. Large library and 


G. Small study adjoining it. 

The library and study become the point of major 
contact with the student body and as such should be 
so placed as to provide a separate entrance thereto, and 
suggest a relation with the dormitory group. 

H. A walled garden where tea may be served in 
connection with student functions and where the 
family can, at other times, have private out- 
door life. 

J. The necessary pantry and kitchen services. 

The second floor will have a small family sitting 

room, five or six bedrooms and baths, and is not a part 
of this program, although a front and back stair should 


In many colleges the residence of the Dean of men 
or women is located adjacent to their respective dormi- 
tory groups so that through social contact a bond of 
friendship and understanding may develop between 
faculty and students. The Dean’s residence, due to the 
intimate connection of the house with the dormitory 
group, must provide a home for his private life and 
there must be certain rooms where the students feel an 
unspoken welcome extended to them. This dual pur- 
pose is a salient feature of the program. The plot of 
ground allotted for this purpose shall not exceed 200 
feet in either direction. 


pues eet be logically placed to give access to these rooms 
A. Entrance for the Dean’s family and their friends °° “O81C4'Y P Se ne SA Oe aeadeceagS h te 
arriving on foot or in automobiles. Jury or Awarp: V. L. Annis, Leopold Arnaud, W. 
B. Service entrance giving access to a walled service Pope Barney, James O. Betelle, Myron R. Dassett, 
court and two-car garage. Clyde Dutton, Sigurd Ellison, Wilson C. Ely, James 


C. Large dining room, and Gambaro, John Theodore Haneman, Ely Jacques 
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Kahn, Walter H. Kilham, Otto F. Langmann, Electus 
D. Litchfield, E. G. Lutz, John C. B. Moore, Robert 
I. Powell, Robert Perry Rodgers, Henry R. Sedgwick, 
A. C. Soper, R. Doulton Stott, Seth Talcott, Harold 
Tatton, Thomas B. Temple, Leonard B. Wamnes. 
Numser or Drawincs SusmirrepD: 337. 
AWARDS: 
ATELIER ADAMS-NELSON: 
NO AWARD: 1 
HORS CoNCoURS: J. F. Grindel. 
AGRIC. & MECHANICAL COLLEGE OF TEXAS: 
NO AWARD: lI. 
ARMOUR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 

HALF MENTION: C. A. Emling, T. H. Irion, E. H. 
James, E. C. Kubicek, R. L. Plhak, C. B. Som- 
mer, G. W. Terp. 

NO AWARD: 6. 

CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 

FIRST MENTION PLACED: W. R. Allen, W. J. Kreps, 

Dac. Laylor 

MENTION: J. T. Baker, J. A. Carnes, A. Cassens, 
R. F. Halen, A. E. Oettinger,, W. G. Perry, L. 
M. Scott. 

HALF MENTION: T. J. Bardzil, F. O. Church, T. 
M. Deely, W. V. Flynn, G. B. Giesey, W. G. 
Greer, J. G. Harms, W. J. Henger, R. L. Holt- 
meier, M. B. Hudale, P. J. Kramer, B. J. Liff, 
J. H. McNaughton, I. E. Paris, S. S. Richard- 
son, G. D. Smith. 

NO AWARD: 11. 

HoRS concours: O. Liff, L. P. Manson. 

CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 

MENTION: C. S. Callander. 

HALF MENTION: J. J. Columbus, W. C. Suite. 

NO AWARD: 8. 

HoRS concours: P. A. LaBagnara, P. H. Otto. 

CHARCOAL CLUB ATELIER: 


NO AWARD: 1. 
CLEVELAND SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, W.R.U.: 


HALF MENTION: L. H. Archer. 
NO AWARD: 14. 
COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY: 
MENTION: J. Stedman. 
HALF MENTION: H. M. Cohn, L. L. George, F. X. 
Gina. 
NO AWARD: lI. 
COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY EXTENSION ATELIER: 
MENTION: P. Birnbaum, B. H. Fisher, A. F. 
Hoenack. 
HALF MENTION: J. Abbenante, F. E. Johnson, B. 
R. Kleigman. 
ATELIER ESCHWEILER: 
FIRST MENTION: A. W. Icke. 
HALF MENTION: A. Wabash. 
NO AWARD: 2. 
ATELIER FORM: 
NO AWARD: 2. 
HorS concours: S$. Greneman, S. Schenker. 
GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY: 
FIRST MENTION: J. Himmelheber, W. H. Shoe- 
maker. 
GEORGIA SCHOOL OF TECHNOLOGY: 
NO AWARD: 2 
HoRS concouRS: J. E. Johnson, 
ATELIER HIRONS-PRENTICE: 
MENTION: S. Miraldi. 
HALF MENTION: H. C. Fogelberg. 
NO AWARD: l. 


JOHN HUNTINGTON POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE: 
MENTION: G. A. Letts. 
HALF MENTION: G. H. 

Schwerzler. 

NO AWARD: 8. 

ATELIER LICHT: 

HALF MENTION: M. G. Duncan. 

ATELIER LOS ANGELES: 

FIRST MENTION: A. V. Chaix. 

HALF MENTION: C. H. Botsch. 

NO AWARD: 3. 

MARYLAND INSTITUTE ATELIER: 

HORS CoNcouRS: R. C. Bernard. 

NEWARK ATELIER: 

MENTION: A. A. Campedello. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

HORS CONCOURS: S. Ferrigno. 

NEW YORK ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

MENTION: J. Diefenbach. 

NO AWARD: 1. 

NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 

MENTION: H. Greenberg, W. Johanson, C. W. Lea, 
A. E. Olson. 

HALF MENTION: C. J. Carlson, R. L. DuBrul, J. 
Kabatzky, F. L. Liebmann, E. C. Miller, A. 
Nathanson, E. W. Ryder, J. Shteir, S. Witkover, 
S. J. Rio, H. B. Rogers. 

NO AWARD: 6. 

OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY: 

NO AWARD: 1. 

OKLAHOMA AGRIC. & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: - 

NO AWARD: 6. 

PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: 

MENTION: J. W. Ely, A. F. Hewitt, M. M. Orr. 

HALF MENTION: R. L. Gwinn, W. B. Hornblower, 
J. A. Kerr, O. F. Larsen. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

PROVIDENCE ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

NO AWARD: 2. 

ATELIER RECTAGON OF BUFFALO: 

NO AWARD: 3. 

SAN FRANCISCO ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

NO AWARD: 9. 

“T? SQUARE CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA: 

HALF MENTION: A. Walder. 

NO AWARD: 4. 

UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 

MENTION: C. R. Bender, W. Burks. 

HALF MENTION: H. V. Chescoe, A. DelBianco, J. 
W. Davis, T. E. Eden, F. H. Hookham, W. B. 
Hasterlik, H. N. Johnson, J. F. Kausal, W. E. 
Kittle, L. R. Oman, A. Rigolo, J. Stein, M. O. 
Urbahn, J. M. Ware. 

NO AWARD: 28. 

HORS concours: M. Gabby, R. J. Hodal, J. H. 
Matthew, A. Schaffner. 


UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA: 

NO AWARD: I. 

UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 

MENTION: J. W. Breed, T. S. Michener, R. R. 
Peck, E. N. Porter. 

HALF MENTION: H. M. Adnee, R. S. Albrecht, H. 
Berg, H. L. Blatner, T. S. Culbertson, F. B. 
Dougherty, L. N. Fagnani, E. J. Flemming, R. 
A. C. Gilfillan, D. D. Michel, H. R. Poeter, L. 
A. Riegel, G. C. Rudolph, G. G. Schneider, L. 
P. Smith, J. B. Townsend, W. Wallett. 


Schroeder, U. G. 


NO AWARD: 4. 

HorS concours: F. McIntire. 

UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA: 
MENTION: I. F. Goble, W. R. Smith, F. F. Stahler. 
HALF MENTION: F. V. Baxter, M. E. Gril, H. M. 

Hesse, W. G. Hyberg, E. J. Miller, P. C. Over- 
mire, L. W. Pursel, R. T. Robinson, W. J. 
Wright, W. Wallett. 

NO AWARD: 13. 

UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS: 

NO AWARD: 4. 

HORS concours: C. Caldwell, A. Gannaway, K. 

Kamrath. 

UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA: 

MENTION: I. F. Lorentzen. 

HALF MENTION: W. T.. Munford, R. C. Pullinger, 

J. M. Woodside. 

NO AWARD: 1. 

YALE UNIVERSITY: 

MENTION: R. K. Chisholm, P. R. Leonard, M. 

Mason, M. C. Robb. 

HALF MENTION: R. D. Butterfield, E. A. Flynn, 
E. A. Harris, Jr.; A. J. Nisita, H. W. Parrott, 
H. B. Reese, C. H. Rueckert, V. F. Sears. 

NO AWARD: 3. 

Hors concours: R. F. Daggett, R. W. Foster, W. 
B. Fyfe, D. C. Mackie, E. Saarinen, R. Wheeler. 

UNAFFILIATED: 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS: 

NO AWARD: 3. 

GARY, IND.: 

NO AWARD: 1. 

KANSAS CITY, MO.: 

HALF MENTION: T. B. Franklin. 
McCONNELSVILLE, OHIO: 

HALF MENTION: R. R. Palmer. 

NASHVILLE, TENN.: 

NO AWARD: I. 

NEW YORK, N. Y.: 

HALF MENTION: V. W. Johnson, M. C. Sisk. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

PITTSBURGH, PA.: 

NO AWARD: 1. 

TOLEDO, OHIO: 

NO AWARD: I. 

CLASS “A” V ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE 
“4 SMALL TOWN OFFICE BUILDING” 

A large real estate firm having secured possession of a 
piece of property in the business district of a small town 
desires to build an office building. 

The site 80 feet by 130 feet is at the intersection of 
two important streets. “This firm also controls the 
adjoining property so that if desired there will be 
light available on all four sides of the building. 

The requirements are: : 

A ground floor, 18 feet in height, to consist of an 
ample elevator lobby with its entrance from one of the 
streets and also a service entrance. Five passenger 
elevators and one freight elevator. The remaining 
space is to be used for stores and shops. 

Eleven typical office floors, each 12’ 6” in height, 
floor to floor, with necessary toilets, corridors, stairs, etc. 

In the treatment of the exterior the competitor has 
complete freedom in the type of design or materials 
used. 

Jury or Awarp: V. L. Annis, Wilson C. Ely, 
Joseph H. Freedlander, Ely Jacques Kahn, Walter H. 
Kilham, Electus D. Litchfield, Henry R. Sedgwick. 

NumBer oF DRrawincs SUBMITTED: 88. 

AWARDS: 

CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
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HALF MENTION: J. A. Mitchell. 
NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 
MENTION: G. Salerni. 
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 
HALF MENTION: J. M. Blew. 
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA: 
HALF MENTION: E. Carfagno. 
YALE UNIVERSITY: 
MENTION: S. Edelbaum. 
HALF MENTION: H. P. Conaway, E. V. Johnson, 
R. R. Kilburn. 
UNAFFILIATED: 
NEW YORK, N. Y:: 
HALF MENTION: G. M. Frei, H. N. Romney. 


Judgment of June 14, 1932 
DEPARTMENT OF ARCHITECTURE 
FIFTH ANALYTIQUE 
“A LOGGIA” 


At the end of a gallery on the second floor of a 
palace, is to be a loggia commanding a beautiful view. 
It may be designed in either Italian or French 
Renaissance but an order must be included. It is 
suggested that students examine the loggia of Charles 
IX in the Louvre as well as similar motifs of the 
Italian Villas and Palaces. 

The exterior width of the loggia and its abutting 
piers shall not exceed 26 feet. The height of the second 
storey from floor to floor shall not exceed 24 feet. A 
doorway enters the gallery through the rear wall of 
the loggia and will be seen through its central arch 
or colonnade. The architectural treatment of the end 
of the wing immediately surrounding the loggia is to 
be shown. 

Jury or Awarp:—F. Burnham Chapman, Harvey 
Wiley Corbett, Edwin H. Denby, John Gates, Al- 
bert S. Gottlieb, Edward S. Hewitt, William F. 
Lamb, John C. B. Moore, Samuel R. Moore, A. C. 
Soper, Francis S. Swales, William G. Tachau, Harold 
Tatton, John V. VanPelt. 

NuMBER oF Drawincs SUBMITTED: 84. 


AWARDS: 
ATELIER-ADAMS-NELSON: 
MENTION: G. Q. Johnson. 
NO AWARD: 1. 
AGRIC. & MECHANICAL COLLEGE OF TEXAS: 
HALF MENTION: C. B. Eason, S. J. Krenek, J. A. 
Tibbits, G. H. Weber. 
NO AWARD: 4. 
CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 
HALF MENTION: TI. L. Naughton. 
NO AWARD: 1. 
CHICAGO TECHNICAL COLLEGE: 
HALF MENTION: H. R. Bresen, R. F. France, Jr., 
W. W. Jenkins, F. Sleeter. 
NO AWARD: 2. 
HORS concouRS: J. F. Wolf, C. B. Koncevic. 
ATELIER HIRONS-PRENTICE: 
MENTION: R. T. Maiorany. 
NO AWARD: lI. 
JOHN HUNTINGTON POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE: 
HALF MENTION: G. J. Stipek. 
NO AWARD: 1. 
ATELIER LOS ANGELES: 
NO AWARD: 1. 
NEW YORK ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 
MENTION: E. J. Freedman. 
NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 
Hors concours: S. L. Katz. 
OKLAHOMA AGRIC. & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 
HALF MENTION: A. R, Easton. 
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PASADENA ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 
HALF MENTION: B. M. Williams. 
ATELIER RECTAGON OF BUFFALO: 
HALF MENTION: C, E. Donath. 
SAN FRANCISCO ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 
HALF MENTION: FE. S. Foster. 
NO AWARD: 1. ; 
“T” SQUARE CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA: 
FIRST MENTION PLACED: R. F. Bishop, F. E. 
Watson. 
MENTION: A. H. Borz. 
HALF MENTION: R. M. Archibald. 
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 
MENTION: F. M. Baron, N. T. Marshall, S. M. 
Stoshitch. 
HALF MENTION: D. R. Ceruin, E. Dudzinski, F. A. 
Szilvasy, L. Wayman. 
NO AWARD: 1. 
UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI: 
MENTION: L. P. Anrews. 
NO AWARD: I. 
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA: 
FIRST MENTION PLACED: C. Coats. 
FIRST MENTION: R. A. Hansen, J. C. Lipman, M. 
Summerfield. 
MENTION: C. Klingerman, A. B. Levin, G. Shinno. 
HALF MENTION: R. L. Brilliant, M. A. Davis, S. 
H. Eisenshtat, A. Martin, R. Street, C. Stromee, J. 
L. Young, Jr. 
NO AWARD: 9. 
YALE UNIVERSITY: 
FIRST MENTION PLACED: L, Cheek, Jr. 
MENTION: R. M. Hersey, F. D. Nichols, J. B. 
VanVileck. 
HALF MENTION: F. C. Rogers. 
UNAFFILIATED: 
HAMILTON, BERMUDA: 
HALF MENTION: C. E. H. Cooper. 
HARRISBURG, PA:: 
HALF MENTION: J. L. Steele. 
NEW YORK, N. Y.: 
MENTION: A. F. Kleiner. 
HORS CoNcouRS: R. E. Ogden. 
PHOENIX, ARIZONA: 
NO AWARD: 2. 
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS: 
MENTION: R. M. Stein. 
HALF MENTION: W. C. Wood. 
TORONTO, ONTARIO: 
NO AWARD: 1. 
VINCENNES, IND.: 
HALF MENTION: B. T. Sutton. 
CLASS “B” V ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE 
SPIERING PRIZE COMPETITION 


A prize founded in memory of Louis C. Spiering, 
from funds bequeathed by him to the Society of Beaux- 
Arts Architects and given for the best solution of the 
fifth Class ‘““B” Esquisse-Esquisse of the school year. 
The prize is $50.00. 

‘“~ MEMORIAL TUNNEL ENTRANCE” 


In a precipitous region of the Sierra Nevada Moun- 
tains, a transcontinental railroad wishes to remember 
the valiant work of the engineers and workmen who 
gave their lives during the construction’ of an intricate 
tunnel system for electric and steam trains. 

The company has decided to cut a memorial into the 
eranite rock surrounding the entrance to one of their 
longest tunnels. A dignified inscription of a few words 
may be incorporated in the design. 

Two tracks 5614” gauge, 14 feet on centers, cross 
the floor of the canyon and enter the tunnel which 


i 


pierces a rock cliff. The tunnel width should be not 
less than 30 feet, and the height is to accommodate 
electric wires which are 20 feet above the track level. 
Passenger coaches vary from 14 feet to 16 feet in 
height and from 10 feet to 11 feet in width. 

Jury or Awarp: Harvey Wiley Corbett, Joseph 
H. Freedlander, Albert S. Gottlieb, Edward S. 
Hewitt, William F. Lamb, Julian Clarence Levi, 
Clinton Mackenzie, R. Doulton Stott, Harold Tatton. 

Numpser oF Drawincs SuBMITTED: 201. 


AWARDS: 
ARMOUR INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
HALF MENTION: W. A. Janssen. 
CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 
HALF MENTION: F. O. Church, C. R. Johnson. 
CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 
HALF MENTION: F. P. Patterson, Jr. 
COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY: 
HALF MENTION: J. J. Martiner. 
NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 
MENTION: VY. Chiljean, F. L. Liebmann. 
HALF MENTION: A. E. Olson. 
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 
HALF MENTION: C. R. Bender, W. Goldberg, W. 
H. Kapple, H. West. 
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 
MENTION: F. B. Dougherty, TI. Wistar. 
HALF MENTION: G. C, Rudolph. 
YALE UNIVERSITY: 
MENTION AND SPIERING PRIZE: E. Saarinen. 
MENTION: W. B. Fyfe, A. J. Nisita, H. B. Reese. 
HALF MENTION: J. W. Blagden, C. H. Rueckert. 


Judgment of June 21, 10932 


DEPARTMENT OF ARCHITECTURE 
CLASS “A & B’? ARCHAEOLOGY VI PROJET 


““AN EMPEROR'S LOGE IN A ROMAN AMPHITHEATRE” 


The amphitheatre provided a magnificent setting for 
gladitorial combats and pageants in the Roman era. 
Here foregathered the Emperor and his officials as 
well as countless thousands of citizens of every rank. In 
general a large ellipse formed the arena surrounded by 
a wall called the podium about 15 feet high. The 
Emperor’s loge, a box, formed the most important 
feature on this podium, and the problem is to design an 
appropriate setting for imperial magnificence. 

The total width of the feature along the podium is 
to be about 20 feet, it may be continuous with, or 
project forward from, the podium as a break not 
exceeding 2 feet. ‘Chis part of the podium to be enriched 
with sculpture, architectural ornament or inscriptions, 
and may be surmounted with freestanding decorative 
columns. The loge to be approximately 20 feet deep, 
stepped up on the way back. Directly in the front or 
center is the Emperor’s chair with a high decorative 
back and of generous width. His retinue would be 
placed at the sides and back of the enclosure. The rear 
of the loge to be formed by an architectural screen or 
wall, with a central entrance to the loge. Hangings, 
festoons, banners or other temporary decorations may 
be hung from this wall to the columns or posts at the 
front. Columns may also be used stepping back at the 
sides of the loge. he rear screen wall should be hand- 
somely decorated, interesting in silhouette, and com- 
plete a noble background for the imperial tableau. 

Jury or Awarp: Harvey Wiley Corbett, Talbot 
Hamlin, A. Musgrave Hyde, A. C. Jackson, William 
W. Knowles. 

Numer OF DRAWINGS SUBMITTED: 20. 


AWARDS: 
ATELIER HIRONS-PRENTICE: 
MENTION: J. J. Koch, R. A. Matern. 
NO AWARD: 3. 
ATELIER LOS ANGELES: 
FIRST MENTION: A. V. Chaix. 
NO AWARD: 1. 
NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 
FIRST MENTION: S. Pilafian. 
MENTION: R. E. Aarnio. 
NO AWARD: 1. 
PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: 
NO AWARD: 2, 
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 
FIRST MENTION: H. J. Harman. 
MENTION: T. Christenson. 
NO AWARD: 1. 
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 
FIRST MENTION: G. C. Rudolf. 
MENTION: J. M. Whitcomb. 
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA: 
SECOND MEDAL: E. Carfagno, B. R. Leven. 
UNAFFILIATED: 
ST. LOUIS, MO.: 
MENTION: L. Abrahams. 


INTERIOR DESIGN VI 
““a GAME LIBRARY” 


A chess enthusiast, who has acquired about five hun- 
dred books on the subject of his hobby, as well as 
similar subjects, like backgammon, etc., wishes to build 
an additional room to his country house in order to 
house them. The room is to be 16 feet by 20 feet and 
12 feet in height, separated from the main house by 
a small vestibule the floor of which is three steps above 
the proposed room. 

The entrance end of the room containing the steps 
shall also be arranged for cases, sunk in the wall, for 
his collection of rare chessmen both mediaeval and 18th 
century. On the opposite end, overlooking a small 
garden, there are to be three windows which may be 
separated, grouped or in a bay. One side of the room 
shall contain a fireplace, and the opposite side shall be 
designed for books on chess and other games, which are 
not bulky. 

It is possible to treat the room in any style; its 
moderate size would suggest an intimate and friendly 
type of room which would combine the privacy of a 
library with a definite treatment recalling the subject 
of chess. 

Jury or Awarp: Harvey Wiley Corbett, A. Mus- 
grave Hyde, A. C. Jackson, Louis E. Jallade, W. W. 
Knowles, Paul R. MacAlister, Alexander P. Morgan, 
Walter Taylor, Alexander M. Welch, Mrs. Elsie 
Cobb Wilson. 

NumBeErR OF Drawincs SuBMITTED: 41. 

AWARDS: 
CARNEGIE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY: 

HALF MENTION: 5S. J. Tauriello. 

NO AWARD: 1. 

CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA: 

MENTION: V. F. Duckett. 

HALF MENTION: W. C. Suite. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

CLEVELAND SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, W.R.U.: 

NO AWARD: 4. 

ATELIER FORM: 

HALF MENTION: H. Staudigl. 
ATELIER HIRONS-PRENTICE: 

HALF MENTION: W. J. Jensen. 

JOHN HUNTINGTON POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE: 
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HALF MENTION: S. Simon. 

NEW YORK ARCHITECTURAL CLUB: 

HALF MENTION: A. C. Davoll. 
NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 

FIRST MENTION: J. J. Trich. 

HALF MENTION: A. Waldorf. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

OKLAHOMA AGRIC, & MECHANICAL COLLEGE: 

HALF MENTION: G. L. Bilyeu. 

PRINCETON UNIVERSITY: 
NO AWARD: 1. 
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS: 
HALF MENTION: A. Bassin, R. W. Duryee, J. S. 
Glossinger, W. M. Horowitz, W. D. Marshall, 
O. J. Ogg, H. M. Parkhurst. 
NO AWARD: 5. 
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 
NO AWARD: |. 
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA: 
NO AWARD: 2. 
UNAFFILIATED: 
NEW YORK, N. Y.: 

MENTION: M. C. Harper, V. W. Johnson. 

HALF MENTION: A. B. Lonergan. 

NO AWARD: 2. 

St. LOUISZMOz 

FIRST MENTION: M. Wright, Jr. 

Judgment of June 21, 1932 
DEPARTMENT OF MURAL PAINTING 
PROGRAM VIII 
“DECORATION FOR DINING ROOM” 

The dining room. in the Beaux-Arts Institute of De- 
sign in New York, which is used at the time of the 
Beaux-Arts judgments, contains, as shown in the ac- 
companying print, two plain walls and two shorter 
walls pierced by doorways. Cross beams and grilles 
covering air vents are shown on the print. 

The subject of the present program is a scheme of 
painted decoration for this room representing or typi- 
fying the characteristics of atelier work on the part of 
the student of architecture in Paris or America. The 
walls of this room are now simple surfaces of sand 
finished plaster and the decoration of these walls should 
be designed in such a way as to keep the pictorial en- 
richment for the most part at least three feet above 
the top of the cement base. 

It is not intended that the study of this problem 
should be approached from the cartoonist’s or humor- 
ist’s point of view. ‘The walls should present a pleas- 
ing pattern in color and texture and the theme should 
be handled in such a way as to present a dignified— 
though not necessarily over-serious—scheme of decora- 
tion suitable as part of an institution of which beauty 
of design is one of the distinct aims. 

Jury or Awarp: Chester H. Aldrich, Francis S. 
Bradford, J. Monroe Hewlett, Hildreth Meiere, Ezra 
Winter. 

NumBer or Drawincs SusBMItTTeD: 15. 

AWARDS 
BEAUX-ARTS ATELIER: 

SECOND MEDAL: N. B. Wheeler. 

FIRST MENTION: V. Snedeker, A. M. Thorley. 

MENTION: D. Curtis, A. O. Todd. 

NO AWARD: 4. 

NEW YORK UNIVERSITY: 

FIRST MENTION: H. P. Zimmerman. 
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA: 

MENTION: A. S. Barker. 

YALE UNIVERSITY: j 
FIRST MENTION: R. B. Burnett. 
MENTION: J. Northup, W. H. Pierson, Jr., 
Pulcifer. 
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First Mention Placed—C. Coats, University of Southern California 
FIFTH ANALYTIQUE—“A LOGGIA” 


Mention—F.. B, Dougherty—University of Pennsylvania : Mention—V. Chiljean, New York University 
CLASS “B” V. ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE—“A MEMORIAL “TUNNEL ENTRANCE” 
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SPIERING PRIZE 
Mention—E. Saarinen, Yale University 
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Mention—H, B. Reese, Yale University 


Mention—F. L. Liebmann, New York University 
CLASS “B” V ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE—“A MEMORIAL TUNNEL ENTRANCE” 
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Mention—W. E. Fyfe, Yale University 


Mention—T. Wistar, Jr., University of Pennsylvania Mention—G. Salerni, New York University 
CLASS “B” V ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE—“A MEMORIAL CLASS “A” V ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE—“A SMALL TOWN 
TUNNEL ENTRANCE” : OFFICE BUILDING” 


AR SaaN eh ULE of DESIGN 17 


Mention—P. Edelbaum, Yale University, 
CLASS “A” V ESQUISSE-ESQUISSE—“A SMALL TOWN OFFICE BUILDING” 


Hrrtx, Desc wrieeuy 
COST 7 tines [path 
BALE Vase 


DINING ROOM DECORATION FOR — 
THE BEAUX ARTS INSTITUTE OF DESIGN . 


Second Medal—N. B. Wheeler, Beaux-Arts Atelier 
DEPARTMENT OF MURAL PAINTING, PROGRAM VIII—‘DECORATION FOR DINING ROOM” 
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CLASS “A 


Second Medal—B. R. Levin, University of Southern California 
& B” ARCHAEOLOGY VI PROJET—“AN EMPEROR’S LOGE IN A ROMAN 


AMPHITHEATRE” 


ART SaNo lt Delroy DESIGN 


Second Medal—E. Carfagno, University of Southern California 
CLASS “A & B” ARCHAEOLOGY VI PROJET—“AN EMPEROR’S LOGE IN A ROMAN AMPHITHEATRE” 
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First Mention—M. Wright, Jr., St. Louis, Mo. 
INTERIOR DESIGN VI—“A GAME LIBRARY” 


